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much of the earlier Roman territory. But the word might just as well have
been taken over by any other German tribe. Weller thinks that the Alemanni
kept the names at first for the remnants of Roman farmsteads, probably when
they used the Roman settlement for their own dwellings or built their houses
on its ruins; then the word was transferred to those Alemannic settlements
in which the houses were more carefully built according to the Roman style
(i.e. with a stone foundation), or in which the buildings were better arranged
after the Roman model, with the farm-buildings separate from the dwelling-house.
The Alemanni aimed above all at occupying not waste forest-land, but the well-
cultivated fields of the Romans.1 The Roman frontier wall represented an
important halting-place in the history of colonization, in that the territory on
its farther side, even where the arable land was excellent, as, for example, the
Hohenloher plain, was in general not densely settled until later, in the age of
the great manorial estates.
Weller now put forward the view that place-names ending in -welter began
just after the Prankish immigration, that with the spread of manorial conditions
they gradually came from the west over the Rhine,2 and were therefore a sign
of increasing cultivation of the land, especially in the case of the hilly districts
which were settled only by degrees. He also attacks Witte's theory that places
ending in -wetter in German-speaking districts owe their origin to a Romano-
Celtic population.3 However, he has produced no evidence against it. The
fact that place-names in -weiler are found for the first time in Prankish
records of the eighth century, does not in any way justify the drastic conclusions
which Weller bases on it. Do we possess, for the preceding period of the third
to the eighth century, any comparable body of records, from the silence of which
we could really confirm the theory that these place-names terminating in -weiler
did not exist? As elsewhere, such places may have been in existence for a
long time before there was an opportunity for landowners to mention them
in the extant charters of the late Prankish period, when they were presented
to newly founded churches or monasteries, or when laymen obtained lands there.
It is essential to-day to be very cautious in the use of the testlmonlum ex siletitio.
The records which we possess are only a fragment of what formerly existed ;
for example, those of the richly endowed Swabian abbey of Reichenau are com-
pletely lost and the charters of Lorsch have largely perished, especially those
dealing with conditions in the early Prankish period.4 A continuous series of
records does not properly begin until the time of Charles the Great; but it is
a fundamental mistake to assume that anything which comes to our notice for
the first time in a collection of sources formed in this haphazard way was not
in existence before.
Moreover, the fact that a -weiler place-name was called after an actual person
appearing in eighth-century sources, does not prove that the town or village
had just been established at that time.5 In Wurttemberg it has been proved
that places which show traces of Roman cultivation are also those where prehistoric
long barrows (Reihengraber) have been excavated.6 O. Behaghel has recently
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